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Commissioner for Patents 
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INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

Dear Sir: 

It is respectfully requested that the materials listed on 
the enclosed form be made of record and considered with respect 
to the above-referenced U.S. patent application. A copy of each 
non-US reference is enclosed. Submission of the present 

Information Disclosure Statement should not be taken as an 
admission that the cited references are legally available prior 
art or that the same are pertinent or material. 

The materials submitted herewith consist of (1) a 
December 13, 2006 letter from John M. Adams, Esq., representing 
Cannon Technology, Inc., to April Capati, Esq., representing the 
assignee, Belco Technologies Corporation; (2) a draft Protest 
Under 37 CFR 1.291(a); (3) a copy of an undated advertisement 
from Belco Technologies Corporation, entitled "EDV® Wet 
Scrubbing FCCU and Refinery Applications," and (4) a November 
10, 2005 letter from Mr. Adams to Ms. Capati. 

Mr. Adams, on behalf of Cannon Technology, Inc. 
("Cannon"), has requested in his December 13, 2006 letter 
permission to file the protest under Rule 291, and has 
threatened to "petition to have the rules suspended" in order to 
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have the protest entered should Applicants refuse permission. 

Applicants submit that permission is not required insofar 
as applicants are providing the protest document herewith, as 
well as the single undated advertisement provided with the 
Protest. Applicants hereby confirm that the advertisements of 
record were published more than one year prior to the filing 
date of the present application. 

In essence, Cannon relies only upon references already 
before the USPTO in this application. The only reference not 
before the USPTO is the advertisement submitted with the protest 
document and identified on the attached form. This 
advertisement is used by Cannon to establish that Belco was at 
one time involved in a business relationship with LAB S.A. of 
France. At best, it is duplicative of the proposition that mist 
is prevented (which has been misinterpreted by Cannon as meaning 
that there is a droplet-free zone). Thus, Cannon's position is 
entirely based on references already of record. 

Indeed, Cannon's position in the protest document relies 
upon the Vicard reference which is the reference relied upon in 
the last Office Action in this application, a response to which 
has already been filed. Essentially, Cannon accuses Belco of 
mischaracterizing the content of the Vicard, relying upon the 
Conforto and Weaver publications. Belco has not mischaracterized 
the content of Vicard. Moreover, with respect to Cannon's 
accusations that applicants have "inside knowledge" of the 
Vicard system, there is nothing untoward about applicants' 
knowledge. In fact, it permits Applicants to knowledgeably 
address the inapplicability of the Vicard reference and the 
system practiced under it. 

Certainly, Cannon has been following the prosecution of 
this application for some time now. It was Cannon who sent 
materials to Belco 's counsel in November 2005 without any 
request for permission to file a protest. This resulted in the 
filing of an Information Disclosure Statement on November 16, 
2005 to disclose such materials. A copy of Mr. Adams' 

November 10, 2005 letter to Ms. Capati is enclosed and is 
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identified on the enclosed form. (We note that in his most 
recent letter Mr. Adams incorrectly referred to a "November 4, 
2005 letter" when in fact the only letter we are aware of is a 
November 10, 2005 letter.) 

Substantively, while Cannon goes to considerable lengths 
to show that the EDV® Lab-G nozzles are capable of producing a 
droplet -free or substantially droplet -free zone in a wet 
scrubbing system, applicants do not claim such nozzle per se . 
Rather, applicants claim a method in each of the claims 
presented. The method in claim 17 requires, for example, the 
steps of injecting ozone into an ozone- inj ection zone of the 
interior of the chamber, spraying liquid towards the walls of 
the chamber to capture reaction products of the oxidation 
process, and maintaining a portion of the ozone-injection zone 
of the chamber substantially free of droplets of the liquid. 

Quite to the contrary, as set forth in the last filed 
paper, the Vicard reference, and the manner in which the Vicard 
invention was practiced, in fact teach away from a substantially 
droplet-free zone in which a desired reaction can occur. In 
Vicard, the specific teaching is to provide droplets so that 
pollutants are oxidized on the surface of the droplets. Thus, 
the reaction taught in Vicard requires the existence of 
droplets. In contrast, the present invention requires a zone 
which is substantially free of droplets. 

The Conforto publication does not, as Cannon 
represents, indicate "that a key feature of EDV® LAB-G nozzles 
is their ability to produce droplet- free or substantially 
droplet-free zones in wet scrubbing systems." (Protest, page 3.) 
Rather, the Conforto publication supports precisely that which 
was set forth in the last filed response and above the 
reaction in Vicard requires the existence of droplets. Conforto 
states : 

Multiple levels of spray nozzles within the open spray 
tower design remove coarse particulate by impaction 
with sprayed water droplets. These sprayed water 
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droplets also provide absorption to reduce S0 2 
emissions when used with a scrubbing reagent . 

The nozzles, used for both the quench and the spray 
tower, are LAB-G nozzles. Their unique design is a key- 
element of the system. They are non-plugging, 
constructed of abrasion and corrosion resistant 
material, and capable of handling high concentrated 
slurries. They produce relatively large water 
droplets, which prevent the formation of mist and 
associated mist eliminators that are prone to pluggage . 

(Conforto publication, page 29.) To the extent that Conforto 
teaches that the nozzles prevent the formation of mist, this 
does not translate, as Cannon would have it, into the creation 
of a droplet-free or substantially droplet-free zone (putting 
aside the injection of ozone as required in the claims) . Put 
simply, the prevention of mist does not mean that there are 
substantially no droplets. 

The system being discussed in Conforto was an improvement 
over traditional scrubbing systems in which droplet separators 
were prone to pluggage because the droplet separators needed to 
have a very restrictive design in order to remove the range of 
droplets created by conventional spray nozzles (i.e., from a 
fine mist to large droplets) . The fine mist was good for mass 
transfer, but was hard to remove from the system and created 
what is known as "stack rain" after the saturated gas leaves the 
spray tower. The system reported on by Conforto was addressing 
this problem. It arranged the nozzles so as to produce a tight 
size range of droplets, i.e. approximately 200-400 microns. 
This tight range was effective for good mass transfer, and also 
avoided the fine mist which would have remained in the system. 
This was the reason for highlighting the prevention of mist in 
discussing that system. Thus, when Conforto later discuses a 
"droplet -free stack", also at page 29, Conforto was referring to 
the avoidance of "stack rain." Conforto was not referring to 
the droplet-free zone in which ozone is injected. 
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Though incorrect is its review of the references, Cannon 
has highlighted that the existence since 1999 and 2000 of the 
Conforto and Weaver publications as referred to by Cannon, and 
the existence of the Vicard reference for several years, was not 
enough to lead anyone to the invention, other than the 
applicants herein. Thus, even Belco's so-called "inside 

knowledge" was not enough to arrive at the present invention, at 
the time of the Vicard invention and the Conforto and Weaver 
publications. 

Clearly, Cannon's efforts a year ago and now towards the 
end of prosecution are designed to interfere with the 
examination of this application and the issuance of the present 
patent. The position by Cannon has no merit, and the present 
claims should be allowed. 

Should the Examiner believe that allowance is not 
appropriate at this time with respect to each and every claim, 
it is respectfully requested that the Examiner telephone 
applicants 1 undersigned attorney at 908-518-6308 in order to 
address any additional concerns. 

In the event that any fee is due in connection with the 
present Information Disclosure Statement, the Commissioner is 
hereby authorized to charge the same to our Deposit Account 
No. 12-1095. 

Dated: December 21, 2006 Respectfully submitted, 

Keith] E . Gilma^ 
Registration No.: 32,137 
LERNER, DAVID, LITTENBERG, 

KRUMHOLZ & MENTLIK, LLP 
600 South Avenue West 
Westfield, New Jersey 07090 
(908) 654-5000 
Attorney for Applicants 
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